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It is only from this point of view that we can understand the inconsist- 
encies of the Prolegomena ; and the best reply that can be made to most of 
the criticisms of Green is that the system would have assumed another 
aspect if the author had lived to complete it, by taking account of the things 
or " elements " related. Mr. Fairbrother does not, as we have seen, accept 
this view, and his treatment of the criticisms of Seth, Balfour, and Sidgwick 
need not, therefore, detain us. He mentions one important point, however, 
which deserves to be emphasized. He describes the inquiry in the Prole- 
gomena as an independent investigation, and protests that it ought not to 
be characterized as ' Neo- Kantian.' In this he is perfectly right, for Green 
starts with Locke, not with Kant; and, while he uses the results of German 
philosophy to aid him, he pursues his inquiry in a markedly independent 
way. He begins with Being, not with Knowledge. He asserts, in opposi- 
tion to Locke, that the real is a related whole ; he agrees with Locke 
in maintaining that relations are the work of the mind, but denies that they 
are on that account unreal. We can understand the form which his meta- 
physic assumed, only if we bear in mind what he conceived to be the essence 
of the Lockian philosophy. David Irqns 

Naturphilosophie. Von Dr. Friedrich Harms. Leipzig, Th. Grieben, 
1895. — pp. iv, 204. 

The essays which constitute this work are collected by Dr. Weise from 
the manuscripts left by Professor Harms. The discussion is not frag- 
mentary, however, but continuous and fairly complete. The author first 
defines the province of Naturphilosophie, holding that, in addition to the 
scientific knowledge of nature ex aatis, there is also a philosophical knowl- 
edge of nature ex principiis. Of the three parts of the book, the first 
discusses the fundamental concepts of Naturphilosophie. The concept of 
nature is handled especially with reference to historical views ; but the author 
prefers to define nature as the totality of that which happens of necessity, 
according to given laws. He refuses to follow Schelling in regarding it as 
animated, and insists that all change is due to external conditions. The 
various theories of matter presented by Aristotle, Descartes, and idealists 
are set forth and criticised. In adopting the dynamical view, Dr. Harms 
follows Kant. Matter is a product of attracting and repelling forces. 
Elasticity and impenetrability are explained in Kantian fashion, but move- 
ment due to impact seems to the author to be explicable from the force of 
attraction. These forces are active from every point of space, not merely 
from definite force-centres, as atomists often hold. The writer points out 
that the atom is in science merely a unit of weight or combination. It is, 
then, an auxiliary concept, of methodological value only. In the second 
part he criticises the atomic philosophy from this standpoint, and finds that 
it destroys Becoming and the real unity and connection of things. The 
view of Lotze and Fechner, that organic forms must be explained by 
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mechanical principles only, is also opposed at length. Dr. Harms main- 
tains that we must admit final purpose in organic life, not merely as a rule 
of aesthetic judgment, but as a constitutive principle. The third part 
deals with the fundamental concepts of natural history and cosmological 
development. E L . Hinman. 

Les sciences societies en Allemagne. Par C. Bougl£. Paris, F^lix 
Alcan, 1896. — pp. 172. 

At the present moment the problem of method is of the first importance 
in the social sciences. The author has endeavored to show, by an exami- 
nation of the work of four of the leading social philosophers of Germany, 
the method which they have employed, and the spirit which has animated 
them. The writers chosen as representative of the recent tendency of 
German thought are Lazarus, in folk-psychology ; Simmel, in the science of 
morals ; Wagner, in political economy ; and Jhering, in the philosophy of 
law. M. Bougie's treatment of these authors is sympathetic ; he writes as 
the pupil of the first three, and his analysis of their work is accompanied 
by copious references to their writings. Emphasis is laid, not upon their 
differences, but upon those general ideas which they possess in common, 
and which display the tendencies of recent thought in Germany. 

The social sciences in Germany have passed through three distinct, 
though not chronologically separate, stages, — the speculative, the historical, 
and the naturalistic. These four authors belong to a fourth stage,- the 
psychological. Recoiling from the empiricism of the historical method, and 
the artificial results of the biological method, they endeavor to construct 
a general science of human nature on the basis of psychology. In their 
hands the social sciences are abstract and purely theoretical : they analyze 
the complexity of the real ; consider one by one the diverse forces com- 
posing history ; seek, by an abstract method, the laws of social phenomena ; 
and separate sharply social theory from the work of practical reform. All 
do not display these traits equally. Lazarus lays most emphasis upon 
psychology, Jhering upon teleology ; Wagner insists most strongly upon 
the necessity of separating the social sciences from one another, and 
Simmel upon their separation from the practical ; but the position of all 
four is fundamentally the same, — psychological, abstract, and theoretical. 

M. Bougie" closes with a short but comprehensive summary, in which he 
compares his chosen authors with the leading French thinkers. Upon 
independent lines of development MM. Le Bon, Tarde, and Lacombe have 
reached a similar psychological position. M. Durkheim, however, who is 
best informed upon the German literature, opposes this psychological ten- 
dency, and insists that the true social science must be at once objective, 
specific, and mechanistic. As to the relation of the social sciences to ont 
another, the French thinkers are not as fully aware as their German con- 
temporaries of the necessity of separating them the one from the other, and 



